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of sprav-oo nonionic alkoxvlated alcohol surfactants and farther wherein at least 
component is made bv a sprav-drving pr o cess and at least one component is mad 
agglomeration process . 



REMARKS 

This is responsive to the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office's Office Action Summary 
dated April 2, 2003 . As a matter of review, Claim 10 was previously cancelled without 
prejudice. Claims 1 - 9 are currently pending. The claims have been amended to more 
particularly define Applicants' invention. Support for the amendment to Claim 1 is found on 
6, lines 26 - 30 and page 7, lines 16 - 22 of the instant application. 

Provisional Double Patenting Rejection! 

The Office Action indicates that Claim 1 is provisionally rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of double patenting over Claim 9 of copending U.S. Patent Application Serial 
No. 09/787,448 on the basis that the subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully 
disclosed in the referenced copending application and would be covered by any patent granted 
on the copending application. 

In view of the amendments to the claims presented herewith, this provisional rejection 
is respectfully traversed. The Examiner is requested to reconsider this matter in light of the 
amendments. 

The submission of a Terminal Disclaimer would appear to be premature at this stage of 
prosecution. Once patentable claims arc agreed, an appropriate Terminal Disclaimer can be 
provided, if still deemed necessary. 

Claim Ob jections; 

The Office Action indicates that Applicants' amendment filed December 23, 2003 is 
objected to on the basis that the "free of additional silicate" lirnitation is not found in the 
specification. This objection is now moot in light of the current claim amendments. 
Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw this objection. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S112. sec ond paragraph; 

Claims 1 and 5 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second paragraph. With regard to 
Claim 1 the Office Action indicates that "the term 'components' is used by the claim to mean 
'separate regions or a mixture of compositions containing different components ' while the 
accepted meaning is a 'constituent part' ". 

Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. As previously indicated in Applicants 
response dated December 23, 2002, Webster's Third New International Dictionary defines the 
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term "component as «« constituent part.lNGREDIENT*. Webster's also defines 

« c ^ 0 „,«r as - * ««*«"••• Webster ' s defmes ^ ten " "T^p aT 

"to make up (the element or elements of which a thing, person, or ideas is made up): FORM, 

COMPOSE". . . * ^ 

The mm "component" as used in Claims 1 and 5 of the present invention refers to a 
constituent part (i.e.; an ingredient of or a part of) the detergent composition of the present 
invention. The present invention further relates to the degree of mixing between two 
components of me detergent composition, namely the surfactant and the aluminosiheate. [See 
page 2, lines 5 - 20 of the instant application]. Hence, as Applicants' use of the term 
"component" is not repugnant to the usual meaning of that term, the rejection of Chums 1 and 
5 under 35 U.S.C. §1 12 is overcome. 

l T R r. S 1 02 Rejections 

Claims 1 - 3 and 9 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being unpatentable over 

Harris et al. (U.S. 4,321,157). The Office Action indicates that Example IV in column 21 of 
Harris et al. teaches a granular laundry detergent prepared by spraying liquid ingredients onto 
the solid ingredients having a composition comprising 5% alkylbenzene sulfonate, 53 /, 
zeolite and 22% TAED. The Office Action further indicates that M=0 in this composition. 

Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. With regard to Example IV of Hams, 
this detergent composition includes an alkoxylated nonionic surfactant which is sprayed onto 
the solid ingredients (see Harris column 20, line 65 - 66) and phosphate (see Hams column 
21 lines 19 - 33). The amended claims of the instant application require the detergent 
compositions to be substantially free of spray on alkoxylated nonionic surfactant and 
phosphate-free. Hence, the instant claims are not anticipated by Hams. 

The Examiner rejects Claims 1 - 6, 8 and 9 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being 
unpatentable over Donoghue (WO 98/01520). It is the Examiner's view that Donoghue 
teaches detergent agglomerates comprising a mixture of particles wherein M-0 58 The 
Examiner cites Example 1 on page 12 of Donoghue to support his position. Applicants 
respectfully traverse this rejection. The instant claims as amended require the composition to 
be free of spray on alkoxylated nonionic surfactant. With regard to Example 1 of Donoghue, 
this composition includes sprayed on alkoxylated nonionic alcohol (see Donoghue, page 12). 
Hence, the instant as amended claims are not anticipated by Donoghue. 

Claims 1, 2, and 4 - 6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l02(b) as being unpatentable 
over Boyer (U.S. 4,265,777). It is the Examiner's view that Boyer teaches an alurmnosUicate 
detergent composition wherein "M = 0". To support the rejection, me Examiner cites 
Example V in column 10 of Boyer. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. It is not 
clear how the Examiner calculated "M=0». Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to 
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, 1 u.^hPrmore Bover does not teach a detergent composition 

rlnrifv how "M" was calculated. Furthermore, aoyer uuw 

clarity now m ^rav-drvina arocess and at least one component 

wherein at least one component is made by a spray-arying p«x,cs> 

wherein at iea*i v orvi ^ c iaj ms of the instant invention now 

is made by an agglomeration process as the amended claims ot me ins 
renuire Hence, me instant invention is not anticipated by Boyer. 
' Cla^s 12-4-6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being unpaten^e 

^ZoJS 4000 094). It is the Examiner's view that Fleming teaches a spray-dned 
over Fleming (U.S. 4,000 094). It ^ ^ 

detereent composition wherein M^U . 10 support j v rtW «x>r 
HoLm 10 of Fleming. Applicants respectfully request .he Exammcr to clanfy how 
^iaCl Furthermore, as indicted by the Examiner. Reming » . W*- 

bfTagg.on.Lon process. Ffcming does no, tea* a, leas, one component made by an 
iL^ion procJ Hence, ti,e ins*n, Cairns do no, anticipate Fieming. The Exammer 
is respectfully requeued to reconsider and vdthdrawthese rejections. 

' . . a , o a 4H 130 It is the Examiner's view that it would 

^I. » .aught as suhabie for daergen, agglomerates by Cheng « ai. so as » tender 
Sar.handtvion, To stmpor. the r^tic «- — «^ 
20 of Cheng. I, is the Examiner's view that this example has an M-0 • »»^ c f'~ 
t Sner arrived a, tins »M» vaiue. AppUcants respect reoues. creation from u» 

^pUcan* respect traverse ti-e rejection. Cheng Caches the use of amo^hous 
^jTin combination with crystalline aluminosHica.es (see Cheng « umn 3 . l-» ' * 

^ JLn 7 lines 48 - 68 and column 8. ttnes 1 - 20). This also teaches away 
22 — as the ins** claims as amended require ma, the detergen, compos,tio„ be 
=,lva»nti.llv tree „f spray^nnonionicalkoxylated alcohol surfactants. 
^Zte *£U invention as amende4 by Applicants overcomes the Exammer s 
obviousTs'^ecnonibr treasons discussed above. Applied respect request the 
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E^e, to reconsider and withdraw this rejection and ailow the claims of the instant 
application. 

SUMMARY 

This is responsive to the Patent Office's Final Office Actio- 1-"* "* % 

The Examiner's rejections of*, instant apphcauon under 35 *W 1 

.^iBSC »03(.) have been overcome. The Examiner is respectfully requested to 
^ £ — these rejections a*d allow the Cairns in the ins*n. No 

new matter is added. 
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Registration No. 41,783 
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